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Abstract

Background - Corruption money laundering undermines law
enforcement, the economy and business. The practice distorts
markets, competes unfairly and contradicts the Islamic and
traditional economic ethics.

Objective — This paper discusses the reversal of burden of
proof in corruption related money laundering charges from
the perspective of legal economics, business ethics and Islamic
business ethics.

Method - The normative, legislative and conceptual methods
are used in this research. Qualitative legal interpretation is
concerned with laws, legal notions and academic articles.
Results — Reversing the burden of proof is an effective legal
tool for detecting illicit assets and for enabling law
enforcement in money laundering cases. From a legal
economic perspective, this mechanism contributes to reducing
information asymmetry, enhancing transparency and
avoiding market distortions. From a business ethics
perspective, it encourages accountability and helps prevent
unethical financial practices. Furthermore, money laundering
is against the values of honesty (sidq), trustworthiness
(amanah) and justice (‘adl) in Islamic business ethics, which
Jjustifies the case for more stringent legal enforcement.
Implication/Contribution - This study contributes by
integrating criminal law analysis with legal economic and
ethical perspectives, particularly Islamic business ethics, thus
offering a more comprehensive approach to combating money
laundering and strengthening ethical economic systems.
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INTRODUCTION

Corruption constitutes a serious crime that threatens not only legal
order but also economic stability and business integrity. Under Law Number
31 0f 1999 in conjunction with Law Number 20 of 2001 on the Eradication of
Corruption Crimes, any act that unlawfully enriches oneself and causes losses
to the state can be prosecuted as a criminal offense. In practice, corruption is
often followed by money laundering activities, as perpetrators attempt to
conceal and legitimize illicit assets through various financial transactions.

(Sitompul, 2023, p. 111)

Money laundering, as regulated under Law Number 8 of 2010
(Sitompul, 2023, p. 116) on the Prevention and Eradication of Money
Laundering Crimes, enables illegal wealth derived from corruption to be
reintroduced into the formal economic system. This phenomenon not only
complicates law enforcement but also distorts market mechanisms and
undermines ethical business practices(Isolauri & Ameer, 2022; Sagatsume et

al, 2016).

In 2022, based on data collected by Indonesia Corruption Watch (ICW),
a total of 579 corruption cases were handled by law enforcement agencies
throughout the year 2022. Furthermore, 1,396 individuals from various
professional backgrounds have been identified as suspects. This figure
represents an increase compared to the previous year; specifically, in 2021,

there were 533 cases(Rahman & Lituhayu, 2024).

The proliferation of corruption cases has inevitably led to an escalation
in the financial losses incurred by the state, as evidenced by ICW data
indicating that in 2022, the potential financial loss to the state due to
corruption cases amounted to IDR 42,747,547,825,049 (IDR 47.747 trillion),
the potential value of bribery and gratification reached approximately IDR
693,356,412,284 (IDR 693 billion), the potential value of extortion or coercion
amounted to about IDR 11,926,507,750 (IDR 11.9 billion), and the potential
value of money laundering was estimated at around IDR 955,980,000,000 (IDR
955 billion). These substantial financial impacts underscore the sophisticated
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and pervasive nature of economic crimes, which often involve intricate
schemes to obscure the origins of illicit gains (Puanandini et al., 2023; Wibowo,
2018; Data Indonesia: “ICW: Penindakan Kasus Korupsi Meningkat pada
2022,” n.d.)

Data from Indonesia Corruption Watch (ICW) indicates a significant
increase in corruption cases in recent years, which consequently contributes
to the rise of money laundering activities.(Djumaifin et al, 2025) Such
practices enable perpetrators to conceal illicit wealth and reintroduce it into
the formal economy, thereby legitimizing unlawful gains. From a legal
economic perspective, this phenomenon leads to inefficiency, asymmetry of

information, and market distortion.

In addition, from a business ethics perspective, money laundering
represents a violation of fundamental ethical principles such as honesty,
accountability, and fairness. In the context of Islamic economic thought
(Sumadi, 2017, p. 186), these practices clearly contradict the principles of sidq
(honesty), amanah (trustworthiness), and ‘adl (justice), as well as the

prohibition of unlawful (haram) wealth acquisition.

One of the legal mechanisms introduced to address money laundering
is the reversal of the burden of proof, as regulated in Law Number 8 of 2010.
This mechanism shifts part of the evidentiary burden to the defendant,
particularly in explaining the legitimacy of their assets. While this concept
raises debates in criminal law, it also offers significant implications from legal

economic and ethical perspectives.(Akbar, 2019, p. 169)

In light of the unique characteristics of the crime of money laundering,
the role of law enforcement agencies is pivotal in addressing this criminal
offense. This is primarily because, to establish the crime of money laundering,
it necessitates the proof of a prior underlying offense, thereby requiring proof
of two criminal elements in a single trial. This intricacy in handling the offense
renders it exceedingly challenging. The complexity of money laundering

crimes in contemporary times, extending beyond jurisdictional boundaries
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and involving perpetrators employing increasingly diverse methods, including
institutions beyond the established financial system that have permeated

various sectors, further exacerbates the issue.(Simanjutak & Kostruba, 2023,
p.-41)

Strengthening the Anti-Money Laundering Act represents one of the
measures that must be undertaken to combat money laundering offenses.
Through the implementation of a reversed burden of proof system, it is hoped
that this measure will prove capable, or at the very least, effective, in ensnaring

perpetrators of this crime.(Nugroho, 2018, p. 181)

Although the reversal of the burden of proof is considered an effective
mechanism in addressing money laundering crimes, its application raises
fundamental legal concerns, particularly in relation to the principle of
presumption of innocence. In classical criminal law, (Langlois, 2013, p. 32;
Zainal et al., 2019) the burden of proof lies entirely with the prosecutor, and

any deviation from this principle must be strictly justified.

The implementation of the reversed burden of proof in money
laundering cases potentially creates a tension between efficiency in law
enforcement and the protection of individual rights. (Fernandho, 2020, p. 2) If
applied without clear limitations, this mechanism risks placing the defendant
in a structurally disadvantaged position, where failure to prove the legality of

assets may lead to implicit assumptions of guilt.

Therefore, the application of this mechanism should not be interpreted
as an absolute transfer of the burden of proof, but rather as a balanced and
limited evidentiary system. The prosecutor must still bear the primary
obligation to prove the elements of the crime, while the defendant’s obligation
should be confined to clarifying the origin of assets. This balance is essential to
ensure that the legal system does not sacrifice justice in pursuit of

efficiency.(Chinonso, 2024; Singh, 2025)

From a legal economic perspective, the reversal of the burden of proof

can be justified as a mechanism to reduce enforcement costs and address
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information asymmetry. However, its effectiveness depends on proportional
implementation.(Spottswood, 2021) Excessive reliance on this mechanism
may create legal uncertainty, which in turn can negatively affect investment

climate and economic stability.

In a well-functioning economic system, legal certainty is a fundamental
requirement. If the burden of proof is perceived as unfairly shifted to
individuals without adequate safeguards, it may discourage legitimate
economic actors and create a chilling effect on business activities. Thus, while
the mechanism enhances efficiency in detecting illicit assets, it must be
accompanied by clear procedural standards to maintain trust in the legal and
economic system.(Bikelis, 2020, p. 26) From a business ethics standpoint, the
reversal of the burden of proof reflects a shift from reactive law enforcement
to preventive ethical governance. However, ethical concerns arise when legal

mechanisms are perceived as coercive rather than corrective.

Ethical business practices are built on voluntary compliance, integrity,
and trust. If the legal system relies excessively on coercive mechanisms, it may
undermine the internalization of ethical values within business actors.
Therefore, the reversal of the burden of proof should be positioned not merely
as a punitive tool, but as part of a broader ethical framework that promotes
transparency, accountability, and responsible economic behavior. (Babalola et

al., 2022, p. 911; Rahayu et al.,, 2026)

In Islamic legal thought, the principle of justice (‘adl) requires that no
individual be burdened beyond their capacity or placed in an unjust position.
While the reversal of the burden of proof can be aligned with the objective of
protecting wealth (hifz al-mal), its application must still uphold fairness and

avoid potential zhalim (injustice).

I[slamic jurisprudence emphasizes the importance of clear evidence
(bayyinah) and rejects assumptions that may harm individuals without
sufficient proof. (Riady et al., 2025)Therefore, the legitimacy of the reversed

burden of proof within an Islamic framework depends on its proportional and
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limited application. It must function as a complementary mechanism rather
than replacing the fundamental obligation of proof borne by the prosecutor.
This perspective highlights that the pursuit of economic justice must be
balanced with procedural justice, ensuring that efforts to combat money
laundering do not contradict the ethical and legal principles they aim to

uphold.

Analysis indicates that shifting the burden of proof is both proportional
and ethical. The criminal law pertaining to intricate economic offenses, such as
money laundering, is augmented.(Fernandho, 2020, p. 2) To ensure effective
law enforcement and the protection of justice, it is imperative to equilibrate

legal certainty, economic efficiency, and ethical considerations.

Several studies on money laundering and the reversal of the burden of
proof have focused on the cooperation in criminal law and the efficacy of law
enforcement. These studies analyze doctrinal disputes such as the burden of
proof versus the presumption of falsehood and their application in Indonesian

statutory law. (Mulyadi, 2015, p. 102; Prayitno et al.,, 2025)

However, limited attention has been given to examining this
mechanism from an interdisciplinary perspective that integrates legal
economics and business ethics. In particular, there is a lack of analysis on how
the reversal of the burden of proof contributes to economic efficiency, market
integrity, and ethical business conduct. Furthermore, existing studies rarely
explore this issue within the framework of Islamic business ethics, especially
in relation to principles such as honesty (sidg), trustworthiness (amanah), and

justice (‘adl).(Hartika et al., 2025)

Therefore, this study seeks to fill this gap by offering a comprehensive
analysis that connects criminal law,(Sumiadi et al., 2025) legal economic
perspectives, and business ethics, including Islamic ethical principles, in
understanding the role of the reversal of the burden of proof in money
laundering cases. Therefore, this study aims to analyze the application of the

reversal of the burden of proof in money laundering crimes derived from
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corruption and to examine its role in supporting economic integrity(Azizah et
al., 2023) and ethical business practices, including within the framework

of business ethics.

METHOD

This study employs a normative juridical research method with
statutory and conceptual approaches. It focuses on evaluating and interpreting
legal norms and principles, emphasising the moral and ethical dimensions of
law. (Hadi et al,, 2025, p. 385) The statutory approach is used to analyze
relevant legal frameworks and norms, (Hana et al., 2025) particularly Law
Number 8 of 2010 concerning the Prevention and Eradication of Money
Laundering Crimes, while the conceptual approach is used to examine theories
of legal economics and business ethics, including Islamic business ethics

principles.

The data used in this study consist of secondary legal materials,
including legislation, academic literature, (Dewi et al, 2018, p. 325) and
scholarly journal articles related to money laundering, legal economics, and
ethical frameworks. Data collection is conducted through document analysis,
and the data are analyzed qualitatively (Buku Ajar Metode Penelitian &

Penulisan Hukum, n.d.) using legal interpretation and analytical reasoning.

By integrating legal, economic, and ethical perspectives, this study aims
to provide a more comprehensive understanding of the reversal of the burden

of proof in the context of money laundering crimes.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
Application of Reverse Evidence in the Crime of Money
Laundering

The principle of reversing the burden of proofis carried out to facilitate

proof in specific cases, such as bribery or gratification. Initially, reversing the
burden of proof was only used by countries that had an Anglo-Saxon legal

system. However, currently, it is deemed necessary for Indonesia to regulate
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the principle of reversing the burden of proof in the Law on the Eradication of
Money Laundering Crimes and the Law on the Eradication of Corruption

Crimes.

In Dutch, the reverse proof is known as “omkering van het bewijslast”
or, in English, shifting the burden of proof. For this reason, Andi Hamzah stated
that the reverse evidence applied in Indonesia is not appropriate; according to
him, this is a deviation from the general principle of criminal law, namely the
presumption of innocence. Meanwhile, in reverse evidence, the defendant
must prove that he is innocent; if he cannot prove it, then he is considered
guilty. He considers the reverse evidence to have placed the defendant in a

guilty position.

During the discussion of the Draft Law on the Eradication of Corruption
Crimes in the 1970s, the idea was about reversing the burden of proof on the
defendant regarding his assets (omkering van bewijslast or shifting the burden
of proof).(Suwono & Hafidz, 2018, p. 777) However, at that time, there was
some debate because the reverse burden of proof potentially contradicted and
violated human rights principles, especially the protection and respect for the
rights of the accused. Therefore, the application of this principle cannot
conducted totally and absolutely; initially, the burden of proof remains on the
public prosecutor. However, with the existence of Law Number 8 of 2010
concerning the Prevention and Eradication of the Crime of Money Laundering,

the burden of proof can be placed on the defendant.

In the provisions of Law Number 8 of 2010 concerning the Prevention
and Eradication of the Crime of Money Laundering, the defendant is obliged to
prove that the assets he owns are not the proceeds of a criminal act. In this
regard, it is stated in Article 78 paragraph (1) of Law number 8 of 2010
concerning the Prevention and Eradication of the Crime of Money Laundering
that in the examination process during the trial, as intended in Article 77, the
judge can order the defendant to prove that the related assets are in cases that
do not originate from or are related to criminal acts, as intended in Article 2

paragraph (1) (Endraswari, 2016, p. 399)
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Furthermore, Article 78 paragraph (2) explains that the defendant
must prove the assets related to the proceeds of a criminal act as intended in
Article 2 paragraph (1) by presenting two sufficient pieces of evidence.
However, if the defendant cannot provide two sufficient pieces of evidence in
his proof, then his actions are declared to have fulfilled the elements of a

money laundering crime.

In the evidentiary process carried out by the defendant, the defendant
must be able to explain where he got his assets by including evidence
explaining when, where, and how he obtained them. If the defendant cannot
prove that the assets he owns did not come from a criminal act, the defendant
cannot be immediately proven guilty of committing a criminal act. The reverse
evidence carried out by the defendant regarding his assets only applies to one

element regarding the origin of his assets.

Therefore, the public prosecutor must be able to prove all the elements
of the criminal act that have been charged against the defendant, such as how
the defendant placed, transferred, paid, spent, gifted or donated, entrusted,

taken abroad, exchanged, or took other actions with his assets.

Obligations of Law Enforcement Officials to Support Reversal
Evidence
To prove the crime of money laundering, law enforcement officers

carry out tracing techniques on the defendant's assets. This is considered to
help prove the elements of the crime of laundering, i.e. the elements of how the
defendant placed, transferred, diverted, spent, paid, donated, entrusted, took
abroad, changed the form, exchanged for currency or securities, or other
actions on assets that he knows or reasonably suspects are the proceeds of a

criminal act.
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In the case of the crime of money laundering, law enforcement officials
must also pay attention to whether the defendant has fulfilled the following

elements:

a. elements of how the defendant concealed or disguised the origin,
source, location, designation, transfer of rights, or actual ownership of
assets that he knew or reasonably suspected were the proceeds of a

criminal act.

b. elements of how the defendant received or controlled the placement,
transfer, payment, grant, donation, custody, exchange, or use of assets
that he knew or reasonably suspected were the proceeds of a criminal
act. Concerning assets in money laundering criminal cases, which are
indicated as not following the official income profile of a state official or
exceeding the salary earned, an approach can be applied through the
follow-the-money method, which Ramelan defines as an approach
starting from the downstream where the assets are reconstructed until

upstream to find the criminal act that gave birth to the wealth.

In reverse evidence, money laundering crimes have a limited and
balanced concept. This means that reverse evidence is limited to certain
criminal acts, and the public prosecutor still must prove the charges presented
to the defendant. Referring to this, there are two possibilities. The first
possibility is that the defendant cannot prove that the origin of the assets he

owns does not come from the proceeds of a crime.

Even though this only proves one element regarding the origin of his
assets, it can still be an indication for the judge that the defendant's assets
originate from or are the result of a criminal act. On the other hand, the second
possibility is that if the defendant can prove that the origin of the assets he
owns does not come from the proceeds of a criminal act, the public prosecutor
still has the opportunity because he has not lost the right to prove that the

assets owned by the defendant originate from a criminal act.
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This means that the public prosecutor, when carrying out an
indictment, must always provide himself with sufficient evidence to be able to
prove his accusation. In conditions where the defendant can prove that he is
innocent while the public prosecutor proves that the defendant is guilty, the
judge will evaluate the evidence and facts at trial so that the judge can decide

with the judge's confidence.

Based on the explanation above, according to the author, to support the
process of reversing the burden of proof in the crime of money laundering,
which is the result of a criminal act of corruption, law enforcement officials
must be able to prove the predicate crime, separate the charges between the
predicate crime and the crime of money laundering, and apply the tracing and
disclosing assets method, which starts from the prosecution investigation
stage to the court examination. Thus, this can make it easier for legal officials

to confiscate assets obtained from criminal acts of corruption.

Legal Economic Perspective
From alegal economic perspective, the application of the reversal of the

burden of proof plays an important role in reducing information asymmetry
between law enforcement authorities and perpetrators. In money laundering
cases, perpetrators often possess more information regarding the origin of

assets, making conventional proof mechanisms less effective.

By shifting part of the burden of proof to the defendant, the legal system
increases efficiency in uncovering illicit assets and reduces enforcement costs.
This mechanism also contributes to preventing market distortions caused by
illegal financial flows, thereby supporting transparency and fairness in the
economic system.

Business Ethics Perspective

From a business ethics perspective, money laundering is a form of
unethical conduct that violates principles of honesty, accountability, and
fairness. The reintegration of illicit wealth into the legal economy creates

unjust advantages and undermines ethical business competition.
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The reversal of the burden of proof functions as an ethical control mechanism
by requiring individuals to justify the legitimacy of their assets. This promotes
responsible economic behavior and aligns with modern principles of good
corporate governance, which emphasize transparency and accountability.
Islamic Business Ethics Perspective

Islamic business ethics deem money laundering incompatible with sidg
(honesty), amanah (trustworthiness), and ‘adl (justice). Islamic teachings

prohibit acquiring and using wealth from unlawful sources.

The application of the reversal of the burden of proof aligns with the
objectives of maqasid al-shari‘ah, particularly in protecting wealth (hifz al-
mal) and preventing harm (mafsadah). By obligating individuals to prove the
lawful origin of their assets, this mechanism supports ethical economic

practices and helps maintain justice within society.

CONCLUSION

The reversal of the burden of proof in money laundering crimes
originating from corruption serves not only as a legal instrument but also as a
strategic mechanism in maintaining economic integrity and ethical business
practices. From a legal economic perspective, this mechanism enhances
efficiency in law enforcement, reduces information asymmetry, and prevents

market distortions.

From a business ethics perspective, it promotes accountability and
discourages unethical financial behavior. Furthermore, within the framework
of Islamic business ethics, the reversal of the burden of proof aligns with the
principles of honesty, trustworthiness, and justice, as well as the protection of

lawful wealth.

Therefore, strengthening the implementation of this mechanism is
essential not only for combating money laundering but also for fostering a fair,

transparent, and ethical economic system.
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Suggestion
In implementing the reversal of the burden of proof, qualified law

enforcement officers need resources because law enforcement officers must
be able to first prove the origin of the criminal act before executing to trace

and verify the assets resulting from the proceeds of the crime.

Conflict of Interest Statement
The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest regarding the

publication of this article. This research was conducted independently without
any financial, commercial, or personal relationships that could be construed as

a potential conflict of interest.

CRediT Authorship Contribution Statement
Author Contributions (CRediT Taxonomy)

Agustinus Purnomo Hadi: Conceptualization, Methodology, Writing -
Original Draft.

Arizon Mega Jaya: Formal Analysis, Investigation, Writing - Review & Editing.

Aristama Mega Jaya: Data Curation, Validation, Writing - Review & Editing.
All authors have read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Generative Al & Plagiarism Check Statement
The authors acknowledge the use of generative artificial intelligence

(AI) tools, including QuillBot, Jenni Al, and ChatGPT, during the manuscript
preparation process. These tools were used solely for language refinement,
paraphrasing, and assisting in identifying relevant references to improve the

clarity and readability of the text.

The Al tools did not contribute to the core intellectual content, research
design, data analysis, or interpretation of the results. All final decisions and the

overall content of the manuscript remain the full responsibility of the authors.

In addition, this manuscript has been screened for similarity and Al-

generated content using Turnitin to ensure academic integrity and originality.

Al-Amwal: Journal of Islamic Economic Law



Reversal of the Burden of Proof in Money Laundering: A Legal... |143

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Akbar, D. L. (2019). Criminal Law Policy in Handling Digital Asset-Based
Money Laundering in Indonesia. Journal of Law and Legal Reform, 1(1),
129. https://doi.org/10.15294 /jllr.v1i1.35543

Azizah, H., Santoso, T., Husein, Y., & Mulyadi, M. (2023). Reversal of Burden
Proof as a Reform of Criminal Law Eradicate Money Laundering. Ultimate
Journal of Legal Studies, 1(2), 100.
https://doi.org/10.32734 /uljls.v1i2.13758

Babalola, M. T., Bal, P. M., Cho, C. H., Garcia-Lorenzo, L., Guedhami, O., Liang, H.,
Shailer, G., & Gils, S. van. (2022). Bringing Excitement to Empirical
Business Ethics Research: Thoughts on the Future of Business Ethics.
Journal of Business Ethics, 180(3), 903. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-
022-05242-7

Bikelis, S. (2020). Modeling the Patterns of Civil Confiscation: Balancing
Effectiveness, Proportionality and the Right to Be Presumed Innocent.
Baltic Journal of Law & Politics, 13(2), 24. https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-
2020-0010

Buku Ajar Metode Penelitian & Penulisan Hukum. (n.d.). PT. Sonpedia
Publishing Indonesia. Retrieved October 16, 2024, from
https://books.google.co.id /books?hl=en&Ilr=&id= -
gEEQAAQBA]&o0i=fnd&pg=PA114&dg=info:0xkQRyYh AA]:scholar.googl
e.com&ots=mOTt4dycXzL&sig=riRmn7IUF6H4iulhjz6P15Ar8PY&redir es
c=y#v=onepage&q&f=false

Chinonso, E. T. (2024). An Appraisal of the Burden of Proof in Money
Laundering Cases Under Nigerian Laws. SSRN Electronic Journal.
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4936213

Data Indonesia : “ICW: Penindakan Kasus Korupsi Meningkat pada 2022.” (n.d.).
Retrieved September 27, 2023, from
https://dataindonesia.id /varia/detail /icw-penindakan-kasus-korupsi-
meningkat-pada-2022

Dewi, K. R,, Hartiwiningsih, H., & Novianto, W. T. (2018). Follow the Money as
an Attempt of State Financial Loss Restoration in Criminal Action of
Money Laundering with Corruption as Predicate Crime. International
Journal of Multicultural and Multireligious Understanding, 5(3), 323.
https://doi.org/10.18415 /ijmmu.v5i3.403

Djumaifin, T., P, F. C., & Sandari, T. E. (2025). Tindak Pidana Korupsi Melalui
Pencucian Uang dengan Memanipulasi Laporan Keuangan. Ekonomi
Keuangan Syariah Dan Akuntansi Pajak, 2(3), 184.

Vol 11, No.1, March-2026


https://doi.org/10.15294/jllr.v1i1.35543
https://doi.org/10.32734/uljls.v1i2.13758
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-022-05242-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-022-05242-7
https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-2020-0010
https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-2020-0010
https://books.google.co.id/books?hl=en&lr=&id=_-gEEQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA114&dq=info:OxkQRyYh_AAJ:scholar.google.com&ots=mOTt4ycXzL&sig=rjRmn7IUF6H4iulhjz6P15Ar8PY&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.co.id/books?hl=en&lr=&id=_-gEEQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA114&dq=info:OxkQRyYh_AAJ:scholar.google.com&ots=mOTt4ycXzL&sig=rjRmn7IUF6H4iulhjz6P15Ar8PY&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.co.id/books?hl=en&lr=&id=_-gEEQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA114&dq=info:OxkQRyYh_AAJ:scholar.google.com&ots=mOTt4ycXzL&sig=rjRmn7IUF6H4iulhjz6P15Ar8PY&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.co.id/books?hl=en&lr=&id=_-gEEQAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA114&dq=info:OxkQRyYh_AAJ:scholar.google.com&ots=mOTt4ycXzL&sig=rjRmn7IUF6H4iulhjz6P15Ar8PY&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4936213
https://dataindonesia.id/varia/detail/icw-penindakan-kasus-korupsi-meningkat-pada-2022
https://dataindonesia.id/varia/detail/icw-penindakan-kasus-korupsi-meningkat-pada-2022
https://doi.org/10.18415/ijmmu.v5i3.403

144 | Agustinus Purnomo Hadi , Arizon Mega Jaya and Aristama Mega Jaya

https://doi.org/10.61132/eksap.v2i3.1265

Endraswari, A. A. M. (2016). Penerapan Beban Pembuktian Terbalik Dalam
Perampasan Illicit Enrichment Kaitannya Dengan Hak Asasi Manusia.
Jurnal Magister Hukum Udayana (Udayana Master Law Journal), 5(2), 392.
https://doi.org/10.24843 /jmhu.2016.v05.i02.p13

Fernandho, D. (2020). Reformulasi Pembuktian Terbalik Dalam
Memaksimalkan Pemeriksaan Perkara Money Laundering Dengan
Predicate Crime Tindak Pidana Korupsi. LITIGASI, 19(2).
https://doi.org/10.23969/litigasi.v19i2.922

Hadji, A. P., Ridwan, Taun, T. Santoso, I. B. and H. Hambali. (2025). An Analysis
of the Synchronization Between the Military Penal Code and Law Number
1 0f2023 on the Indonesian Criminal Code in the Sentencing System," Law
Reform, 21(2). https://doi.org/10.14710/lr.v21i2.71914

Hana, AF, Hadi, A.P., Wahyuni, . (2025). Analisis Yuridis Pemidanaan
Terhadap Militer Yang Melakukan Tindak Pidana Pencurian Ditinjau Dari
Perspektif Hukum Pidana Militer. Al-Zayn: Jurnal Ilmu Sosial & Hukum,
3(3). https://doi.org/10.61104/alz.v3i3.1556

Hartika, 1., Masruri, M., Nurhikmah, N., & Aisya, S. (2025). Building Ethical
Business: Islam’s Contribution to Facing Modern Economic Challenges.
Journal of Islamic Economy, 2(1), 101.
https://doi.org/10.62872 /vOvy2g13

[solauri, E., & Ameer, [. (2022). Money laundering as a transnational business
phenomenon: a systematic review and future agenda [Review of Money
laundering as a transnational business phenomenon: a systematic review
and future agenda]. Critical Perspectives on International Business, 19(3),
426-468. Emerald Publishing Limited. https://doi.org/10.1108/cpoib-
10-2021-0088

Langlois, D. (2013). The Revision of the EU Framework on the Prevention of
Money Laundering. Eucrim - The European Criminal Law Associations
Forum. https://doi.org/10.30709/eucrim-2013-012

Rahman, A.Z., & Lituhayu, D. (2024). Maladministration and Corrupt Behavior:

Indonesia’s Bureaucracy Reforms Perspective. KnE Social Sciences.
https://doi.org/10.18502 /kss.v9i7.15538

Mulyadi, L. (2015). Asas Pembalikan Beban Pembuktian Terhadap Tindak
Pidana Korupsi Dalam Sistem Hukum Pidana Indonesia Dihubungkan
Dengan Konvensi Perserikatan Bangsa-Bangsa Anti Korupsi 2003. Jurnal
Hukum Dan Peradilan, 4(1), 101.
https://doi.org/10.25216/jhp.4.1.2015.101-132

Al-Amwal: Journal of Islamic Economic Law


https://doi.org/10.61132/eksap.v2i3.1265
https://doi.org/10.24843/jmhu.2016.v05.i02.p13
https://doi.org/10.23969/litigasi.v19i2.922
https://doi.org/10.14710/lr.v21i2.71914
https://doi.org/10.61104/alz.v3i3.1556
https://doi.org/10.62872/v0vy2g13
https://doi.org/10.1108/cpoib-10-2021-0088
https://doi.org/10.1108/cpoib-10-2021-0088
https://doi.org/10.30709/eucrim-2013-012
https://doi.org/10.18502/kss.v9i7.15538
https://doi.org/10.25216/jhp.4.1.2015.101-132

Reversal of the Burden of Proof in Money Laundering: A Legal... |145

Nugroho, H. (2018). Reversal burden of proof on corruption in Indonesia.
Problems of Legality, 140, 175. https://doi.org/10.21564/2414-
990x.140.121442

Prayitno, A. H., Arifulloh, A., Triyanto, T., Widiyoko, S., & Siswanto, Moh. A.
(2025). Reversed Burden of Proof in the Procedural Law of Corruption
Cases: A Normative Study of Justice and Legal Certainty in Positive and

Islamic Law. Jurnal Ilmiah Mizani Wacana Hukum FEkonomi Dan
Keagamaan, 12(1), 376. https://doi.org/10.29300/mzn.v12i1.8182

Puanandini, D. A., Oktaviani, N., & Setyani, N. E. (2023). Efektivitas Penanganan
Penegakan Hukum Terpadu Dalam Memberantas Tindak Pidana Korupsi
Dan Pencucian Uang Di Indonesia. Public Sphere Jurnal Sosial Politik
Pemerintahan Dan Hukum, 2(1). https://doi.org/10.59818/jps.v3i3.1038

Rahayu, E. B. W. Y. T,, Sidarta, D. D., & Subekti, S. (2026). Juridical Analysis of
the Application of Reverse Proof in Corruption Cases. Ipso Jure, 2(12), 67.
https://doi.org/10.62872/3cpg5e41

Riady, R., Febrian, F., Nashriana, N., & Yusuf, M. (2025). Reformulating the
Reversal of the Burden of Proof in Corruption Cases: Integrating Positive
Law and Islamic Legal Principles. Nurani Jurnal Kajian Syari Ah Dan
Masyarakat, 25(2), 514. https://doi.org/10.19109 /nurani.v25i2.30483

Sagatsume, W. Z., Moreno-Brid, J. C., & Garry, S. (2016). Money Laundering and
Financial Risk Management in Latin America, with Special Reference to
Mexico. Economia Teoria y Practica, 44,
https://doi.org/10.24275/etypuam/ne /442016 /zapata

Simanjutak, E. L., & Kostruba, A. (2023). Application of Universal Jurisdiction
Principles to Cross-Country Money Laundering. LAW REFORM, 19(1), 40.
https://doi.org/10.14710/1r.v19i1.48966

Singh, S. (2025). REVERSE BURDEN OF PROOF AND PRESUMPTION OF
INNOCENCE: BALANCING BETWEEN CRIME CONTROL AND DUE
PROCESS. SSRN Electronic Journal.
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.5260485

Sitompul, A. (2023). Eradication Of Corruption By Tracing Money Laundering
As An Integral Legal System That Can Not Be Separated. International Asia
Of Law and  Money  Laundering  (IAML), 2(3), 111.
https://doi.org/10.59712 /iaml.v2i3.66

Spottswood, M. (2021). Continuous Burdens of Proof. Nevada Law Journal,
21(2), 0.
https://scholars.law.unlv.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1851&contex
t=nlj

Vol 11, No.1, March-2026


https://doi.org/10.21564/2414-990x.140.121442
https://doi.org/10.21564/2414-990x.140.121442
https://doi.org/10.29300/mzn.v12i1.8182
https://doi.org/10.59818/jps.v3i3.1038
https://doi.org/10.62872/3cpq5e41
https://doi.org/10.19109/nurani.v25i2.30483
https://doi.org/10.24275/etypuam/ne/442016/zapata
https://doi.org/10.14710/lr.v19i1.48966
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.5260485
https://doi.org/10.59712/iaml.v2i3.66
https://scholars.law.unlv.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1851&context=nlj
https://scholars.law.unlv.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1851&context=nlj

146 | Agustinus Purnomo Hadi , Arizon Mega Jaya and Aristama Mega Jaya

Sumadi, S. (2017). Kasus Pencucian Uang Dalam Tinjauan Sistem Ekonomi
Syari’ah.  JURNAL ILMIAH EKONOMI ISLAM, 3(3), 186.
https://doi.org/10.29040/jiei.v3i03.131

Sumiadi, Rasyid, L. M., & Abdilhamidovna, T. T. (2025). Corruption Crimes in
Indonesia: A Comparative Study. The International Journal of Law, Social
Science, and Humanities, 2(1), 171.
https://doi.org/10.70193 /ijlsh.v2i1.224

Suwono, S., & Hafidz, J. (2018). Upside of Evidence by Public Prosecutor in The
Case Corruption by Act No. 31 0f 1999 jo. Act No. 20 of 2001 on Combating
Crime of Corruption. Jurnal Daulat Hukum, 1(3), 773.
https://doi.org/10.30659/jdh.v1i3.3399

Wibowo, S. E. (2018). Government Anticipation in Tackling Crime of Money
Laundering (White Collar Crime) in Indonesia. International Journal of
Applied Business and International Management, 3(1), 145.
https://doi.org/10.32535/ijabim.v3i1.85

Zainal, M. K. F., Akub, S., & Sofyan, A. M. (2019). Burden of Proof Reversal in
Criminal Acts of Money Laundering. Mulawarman Law Review, 98.
https://doi.org/10.30872 /mulrev.v4i2.60

Al-Amwal: Journal of Islamic Economic Law


https://doi.org/10.29040/jiei.v3i03.131
https://doi.org/10.70193/ijlsh.v2i1.224
https://doi.org/10.30659/jdh.v1i3.3399
https://doi.org/10.32535/ijabim.v3i1.85
https://doi.org/10.30872/mulrev.v4i2.60

